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however, that only a "methodical comparison of the manuscripts" can 
determine this point. 

Dr. Smyth has made a scholarly comparison of Edwards' pre-college 
writings with the first three articles in " Notes on Natural Science," and 
thinks the latter were written- not later than his sixteenth year. A 
careful consideration of the spelling, punctuation, use of capital letters, 
construction of sentences, and other youthful characteristics of style, 
such as awkwardness, intensity, and positiveness in expression, and a 
comparison of manuscripts, furnish evidence as to the early beginning 
of articles on subjects in natural science and mental philosophy. The 
investigation enables Dr. Smyth to claim fairly that " Dr. Dwight's 
judgment of the time at which these papers were written is moderate 
and sound." And " if any change is to be made, it would apparently be 
in the direction of earlier rather than later dates." 

A. R. E. Wyant. 

Morgan Park, III. 



History of Dogma. By Dr. Adolph Harnack. Translated from 
the third German edition by Neil Buchanan. Vol. II. 
Boston: Roberts Brothers, 1897. Pp. viii+380, cloth. $2.50. 

The volume before us comprises Book II of Part 1 of Harnack's 
Lehrbuch der Dogmengeschichte, with the exception of the final chapter. 
It is too much to have expected of an English publisher that this chap. 
7 should be allowed a place in Vol. II of the translation. The 
German publishers are not so finicky about physical symmetry, though 
they do prize rational division and proportion. Did the omission of 
chap. 7 lead to the omission of the proper caption, "Book II, The 
Laying of the Foundation," from both the table of contents and the 
initial page of the text ? If so, the English reader will indeed pay 
dearly for the missing chapter when it appears. Vol. I has " Book I, 
The Preparation " thrice repeated. Why should Vol. II go nameless ? 

It is unnecessary to comment at length on Dr. Harnack's theory of 
the«rise of ecclesiastical dogma. His views have been more or less 
completely before the English public for almost a decade. No other 
living theologian has received so much attention in recent years as he. 
He has been criticised with vehemence, and even virulence; and he has 
been defended with spirit, and even spunk. No one as yet has seri- 
ously set about the task of answering him by putting forth a work of 
equal learning and comprehensiveness. It is clear, however, that Har- 
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nack's treatment of the subject is not going to pass as a finality. And 
perhaps no one is more convinced of this fact than the author himself. 
Modification of details has already begun, and this will lead to a read- 
justment, to a greater or less degree, of the system. Still, some things 
for which Harnack stands will never change. That the po itical, 
racial, social, moral, religious, intellectual, and philosophical environ- 
ment of Christianity during the early centuries profoundly influenced 
the formulation of the doctrines and the development of the polity, 
cultus, discipline, and life of the church is a fact now beyond even cap- 
tious criticism. 

The sole question is as to amount and degree. Did the environ- 
ment not only modify but pervert the Christianity of Christ and his 
first disciples ? If so, in what respects, and to what degree ? Harnack 
takes a pessimistic view of the subject. He maintains that the adop- 
tion of the Logos-Christology was the culmination of the Hellenizing 
influence and an essential perversion of primitive Christianity. But here 
the critics of early Christian history differ. It is needless to say that 
their differences rest largely on dogmatic presuppositions. Harnack 
has tried to free himself from such bias, but it is more and more clear 
that he has failed, as well as have his critics and defenders. Perhaps we 
shall all learn some day that it is impossible to do business without 
capital, and that the mind is no exception to the rule. However, Har- 
nack has here again taught historians of the church a valuable lesson. 
He has fearlessly brushed aside the superstitions and false traditions 
which have beclouded the course of events in the early centuries, and 
sought to propound a theory that will fit the facts. But, like all pio- 
neers, he became enamored with his theory, and overworked his main 
hypothesis. He assumed that the Christian faith was unequal to the 
contest, or, rather, he concludes that it was. " They that were against were 
more than they that were for." The battle was lost. Now, this is too 
great a tax upon the dogmatic presuppositions of most believers. And 
who, after all, is to decide the question ? How much was really inher- 
ent and implied in the teachings of Christ and his apostles ? Must not 
religious things be thought out, as well as philosophical things ? And 
can you keep the results from ultimately blending ? Few now ques- 
tion, however, that the Nicene amalgam was something of a debasement 
of the original coinage of the faith. But was it sufficient to make that 
faith counterfeit ? 

The substance of Harnack's views is contained in the two volumes 
of the translation which have now appeared, to which, however, chap. 
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7 must be added. That is to say, his temper and attitude and 
method of dealing with the subject are therein fully apparent. And no 
historian can afford to ignore Harnack's handling of this period of 
" origins." He has stated the problem with great clearness, and blazed 
the way to its solution. Indeed, his treatment is a distinct challenge 
to scholars of all schools, Catholic and Protestant alike. The ante- 
Nicene period is the battle ground for all parties. If Protestants are 
ever to justify themselves as against Roman Catholicism, they must 
do so before Nicaea. And vice versa. In a sense Harnack has thrown 
down the gauntlet to both branches of the church. As yet the 
Romanists have not taken his challenge very seriously, but the time 
is not far distant when they will be obliged to defend some things, 
at least, with new arguments. And orthodox Protestants cannot go on 
indifferently. Their castle has also been bombarded. But much work 
remains to be done before final answers can be given and defended to 
many vital questions in the Nicene period. 

The translation, so far as it has been tested, seems to have been 
done with care and fidelity. At the rate the volumes have appeared 
up to date we cannot hope for the completion of the English edition 
for some five or six years. 

Edwin Knox Mitchell. 

Hartford Theological Seminary. 



Der sogenannte historisghe Jesus und der geschichtliche 
biblische Christus. Von Martin Kahler, Doctor und 
Professor der Theologie. Zweite, erweiterte und erlauterte 
Auflage. Leipzig : A. Deichert'sche Verlagsbuchhandlung 
Nachf. (Geo. Bohme), 1896. Pp. xii+206, 8vo. M. 3.25. 

Of the four great schools of theology in Germany, viz., the ortho- 
dox, the liberal, the mediating, and the Ritschlian, it is not easy to 
say to which one Kahler belongs. Some ten years ago he published a 
work entitled : Die Wissenschaft der christlichen Lehre von dent evan- 
gelischen Grundartikel aus im Abrisse dargestellt. The Abriss is 650 
pages long, therefore nicht gar zu knapp. From this one may obtain a 
certain survey of his religious conceptions, which do not make his 
reputed affiliation with the "middlers" any too apparent. He has left 
behind him much that is, or was, cherished by that school. But he is 
neither an orthodox nor a liberal theologian. In a certain way he 
stands by himself. What more nearly connects him with the mediating 



